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REMARKS 

Claims 1-3, 5-8, 10-12 are all the claims pending in the application. 
Substantive matters 

Claims 1-12 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Takiguchi, 
which is previously of record. 

Claim 1 has been amended to include the features of dependent claim 4, and accordingly, 
claim 4 has been cancelled. Similarly, claim 6 has been amended to include the features of 
dependent claim 9, and claim 9 has been cancelled. Claims 1 1 and 12 have been similarly 
amended. Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to enter the amendments into the record. 

With respect to amended claim 1, claim 1 recites the feature wherein the defect 
determining unit determines a defect signal and outputs a corresponding blank signal if a ratio of 
the maximum value to the minimum value is higher than l+A-5, or lower than l-A-5. The 
Examiner maintains that this feature is disclosed by Takiguchi at col. 7, lines 4-10 and col. 6, 
lines 48-61. However, Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's position for the 
following reasons. 

First, at col. 7, lines 4-10, Takiguchi merely recites that if the asymmetry is above or 
below a maximum threshold A2 and a minimum threshold Al, respectively, then the recording 
light volume should not be increased to a higher than the current recording light volume. 
Accordingly, the calibration measurement is terminated. Thus, Takiguchi does not disclose 
outputting a blank signal, as set forth by claim 1 . 

Second, Takiguchi does not disclose a ratio of the maximum value to the minimum value, 
much less comparing that ratio to the claimed l+A-5 or l-A-5. While Takiguchi does show 
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comparing the asymmetry A to 1 (see col. 7, lines 4-10), Takiguchi does not suggest any ratio or 
an additional value A. In order for a reference to anticipate a claim, the reference must disclose 
the exact invention as claimed in as complete detail as is claimed. See MPEP § 2131. In this 
case, Takiguchi fails to disclose both of these features. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that amended claim 1 is patentable over 
Takiguchi. As claims 6, 1 1, and 12 recites features similar to amended claim 1, claims 6, 1 1, and 
12 are patentable for the same reasons. The remaining claims are patentable based on their 
respective dependencies. 
Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Kevin C. Kunzendorf 
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